In this paper, we point out some small mistakes in [6] and revise them, we obtain some new oscillation results for certain even order neutral differential equations with deviating arguments. Our results extend and improve many known oscillation criteria because the article just generalizes Meng and Xu's results.
Introduction
Oscillation of some even order differential equations have been studied by many authors. For instance, see [1] [2] [3] [4] [5] [6] [7] and the references therein. We deal with the oscillatory behavior of the even order neutral differential equations with deviating arguments of the form 
and there exists a func-
By a solution of Equation (1) 
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and is not well-defined and there exist some small errors in the proof of the theorems. The purpose of this paper is further to strengthen oscillation results obtained for Equation (1) by Meng and Xu [6] . In our paper, we redefine the functions
 and provide some new oscillation criteria for oscillation of Equation (1).
Main Results
In the sequel, we need the following lemmas:
Let  
x t be a n times differentiable function on   0 , t  of one sign, 
Lemma 2.2 ([1]).
If   
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holds for every 0 r t  and for some 1   , where (1) is oscillatory.
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Proof. Suppose to the contrary that  
x t is a nonoscillatory solution of Equation (1) and that   x t is even-tually positive (when   x t is eventually negative, the proof is similar).
Let   z t be defined as in Lemma 2.3, then following the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [6] , without loss of generality, assume there exists a 1 0 t t  such that
(not as [6] ), then we have
(not as [6] which contradicts (7) . This completes the proof of the Theorem. The assumption (7) in Theorem 2.1 can fail, consequently, Theorem 2.1 does not apply. The following results provide some essentially new oscillation criteria for Equation (1 
